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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. In light of the amendments of 7/9/2007, the 112, 1 st paragraph 
rejection in the Office Action mailed 5/7/2007, has been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claim 58 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described 
in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that 
the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Considering claim 58, the instant claim recites, 'a drive ID is checked, and if said drive 
ID is registered, recording of said information is said medium is permitted'. In reviewing the 
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specification, the reference to the instant subject matter is found in col. 5, lines 27-60. The 
relevant citation states, "User's drive operating state logging apparatus 12 collects the charge 
which is [an] information concerning to the subscriber's ID number and the user's drive 
operating state at every month from every subscriber and writes the charge information for every 
subscriber". Thus, even though the passage in the specification states that the subscribers' 
charges and drive operating state are collected, there was no discussion of how this drive 
operating status was being used. No direct support was found for the claimed condition, 'if said 
drive ID is registered, recording of said information is said medium is permitted', This is 
particularly relevant, since the discussion in specification appears to be directed to functions that 
take place at the server apparatus, not the client apparatus, which is the environment of the 
claimed subject matter. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 14, 17-19, 21-22 & 37, 40-42, 45, 47, 49, 51, 53, 55, 57 & 58are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Horton, (U.S. Pat # 4,945,563) in view of Yoo, 
(U.S. Pat #5,450,210). 

Considering amended claim 14, the claimed computer information system comprising a 
provider for providing information to a recipient reads on the central office connected to the 
cable TV or satellite distribution system, see col. 3, lines 61-68. The additional claimed feature 
of the 'provider charging a different amount to the recipient depending upon whether the 
information is recorded' reads on the disclosure of Horton that a subscriber may preview a movie 
free-of-charge, may be charged a certain amount for viewing the movie and a different amount is 
charged when the movie is ordered for recording, col. 2, lines 25-67; col. 3, lines 40-55 & col. 4, 
lines 21-34. 

Horton does not teach the amended claimed feature that the recording of information in 
the medium, 'is permitted if a value of an identifier read from the medium is a registered ID 
value, recording of the information in the medium is not permitted if any registered ID value is 
not readable from the medium' . Nevertheless, Yoo teaches a subscriber video library system that 
reads out and detects the ID code of tape inserted into a VCR before recording, in order to 
determine whether a new or old tape has been inserted, col. 4, lines 62-67 thru col. 5, lines 1-47.. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made, to modify Horton with the technique of only recording information on a particular 
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recording medium after verifying that a registered recording medium being identified, at least for 
purpose of ensuring that the tape is properly indexed according the method being used by the 
recording system, e.g., the video library system, VLS, as disclosed by Yoo, col. 2, lines 21-62; 
col. 2, line 45-67; col. 4, lines 30-67. 

As for the claimed computer information system, Yoo discloses that the user system 
includes a microcomputer 90, (col 3, lines 35-67; Fig. 1). 

Considering claim 17, the claimed steps of a method for processing information 
corresponds with subject matter mentioned above in the rejection of claim 14, and are likewise 
rejected. 

Considering claim 18, the claimed elements of a method for processing information 
corresponds with subject matter mentioned above in the rejection of claim 14, and are likewise 
rejected. As for the different feature of receiving information from a provider, the receiver 
system of Horton, meets the claimed subject matter, (Fig. 1; col. 3, lines 31-45). 

Considering claim 19, the claimed elements of a computer information system that 
corresponds with subject matter mentioned above in the rejection of claim 14, are likewise 
rejected. As for the different feature of a recipient for receiving information from a provider, the 
receiver system of Horton, meets the claimed subject matter, (Fig. 1; col. 3, lines 31-45). 
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Considering claim 21 , the claimed signal transmitted from a recipient of information to a 
provider of information, such that the signal indicates whether the information is recorded in a 
medium, is met by the disclosure in Horton that the decoder 28 could provide billing information 
to the store and hold circuit 46, which is then transmitted to the proper billing authority, see col. 
3, lines 35-60. The instant billing information shows which viewing mode was selected by the 
subscriber, and thus what charges are being billed. 

Considering claim 22, the claimed steps of a method for processing information 
corresponds with subject matter mentioned above in the rejection of claim 21, and are likewise 
rejected. 

Considering claim 37, the claimed elements of an information receiver, correspond 
substantially with the subject matter mentioned above in the rejection of claims 14 & 19, and are 
likewise rejected. 

Considering claim 40, the claimed 'informing designating unit designate the 
information', is broad enough to the read on the decoder 28, that decodes the coded information 
and provides an indication to the user of the various modes of the particular decoded program, 
see Horton, col. 3, lines 35-42. 

Considering claim 42, the information processed and viewed in Horton and Yoo is 
audio/video information. 
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Considering claims 45, 47, 49, 51, 53, 55, & 57, 'wherein the registered ED value is 
provided by the provider', in Horton that the taping mode may be selected by the operator 32, 
but the authorization code is embedded in the TV signal, col. 3, lines 32-67; col. 4, lines 1-45. 
Horton also teaches that alternatively, the pre-authorization code may be transmitted the receiver, 
which also indicates the reception/taping mode. 

Considering claim 58, the claimed subject matter is interpreted as best understood, in 
view of the above 1 12, 1 st paragraph rejection. The claimed subject matter is broad enough to 
read on the tape index code, as disclosed by Yoo, col. 3, lines 1-6; col. 3, lines 45-67. 

4. Claims 44, 46, 48, 50, 52, 54 & 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Horton & Yoo, and further in view of Yarbrough, (U.S. Pat # 4,598,288). 

Considering claims 44, 46, 48, 50, 52, 54 & 56, Horton & Yoo only discuss using a video 
tape within a VCR as a recording medium. However Yarbrough, which is in the same field of 
endeavor, teaches using recording medium of a video tape, as well as other recording apparatus, 
such as video disc or floppy disc, col. 7, lines 55-68, which reads on the claimed 'non-sequential 
accessible medium'. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made, to modify Horton with the feature of a video disc or floppy disc for the 
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purpose of taking advantage of the known benefits of digital technology, as taught by Yarbrough, 
col. 7, lines 58-67. 

5. Claim 41 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Horton & Yoo as 
applied to claim 37 above, and further in view of Lindman, (U.S. Pat # 4,882,752). 

Considering claim 41, even though both Horton & Yoo discuss the use of identifiers, the 
references do not discuss the additionally claimed feature of, 'an informing unit to inform that 
the identifier is wrong, if the identifier is not registered'. Nevertheless, Lindman (col, 9, lines 10- 
47; col. 10, lines 62-68 thru col. 1 1, lines 1-15 & Fig. 5) provides a teaching of informing a user 
of terminal 12a or 12b, when the personal ED code entered is not registered for authorization to 
use the system. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the combination of Horton & Yoo with the feature of informing a 
user when their personal ID is not authorized to access the system, at least for the desirable 
purpose of warning the operator that further communication is not authorized, as taught by 
Lindman, col. 9, lines 40-47. 

5. Claim 59 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Horton & Yoo, 
and further in view of Tsai, (U.S. Pat # 5,903,407). 
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Considering claim 59, Horton and Yoo do not discuss any feature regarding automated 
deletion of programs from the recording medium. Nevertheless Tsai, which is in the same field 
of endeavor teaches that a user may set an "auto-overwrite", so that for instance movies older 
than a certain data will be overwritten. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify the combination of Horton & Yoo, with the 
feature of automatically removing programs older than a certain date, as taught by Tsai, at least 
for the desirable benefit of allowing incoming programs to be recorded, especially when there 
presently is not enough storage space, by removing (overwriting) programs that the user would 
more likely not want to maintain, based on their age in the storage medium. 

It is noted out that Tsai specifically discuses the automated removal of old programs 
feature with respect to the overwrite technique, but does not explicitly discuss the automated 
removal of old programs feature with respect to the erasing technique. It would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to operate the 
combination of Horton &Tsai, in a manner such that the old programs would be optionally 
erased, at least for the purpose of being able to demonstrate storage space that has been created, 
which can be used to record new programs. 
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Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

A) Ostrover Teaches not permitting playback of video content from a disc, unless the 
proper authorization code is reads from the instant disc. 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 

or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300, (for formal communications intended for entry) 
Or: 

(571) 273-7290 (for informal or draft communications, please label 
•■PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Reuben M. Brown M. Brown whose telephone number is (571) 272-7290. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M-F(8:30-6:00), First Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Christopher Kelley can be reached on (571) 272-733 1 . The fax phone numbers for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300 for regular communications and After 
Final communications. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Reuben M. Brown 




